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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 

WP(C) No.20186 of 2025 

Madhusudan Dash ..... Petitioner 

  Represented By Adv. - 

Anjan Kumar Biswal 

-versus- 

1) State Of Odisha ..... Opposite Parties 

2) Revenue Divisional Commissioner, 

Cuttack 

3) Tahasildar, Udala 

4) Consolidation Officer, Udala 

5) Pitabasa Mishra 

6) Trilochan Panda 

7) Pravati Dash 

 

 Represented By Adv. –  

Ms. S. Nayak, ASC 

CORAM: 

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANANDA CHANDRA 

BEHERA 

 

ORDER 

24.07.2025 

Order  No. 

1. 1. This matter is taken up through hybrid mode. 

 2. Heard from the learned counsel for the petitioner and 

the learned ASC for the State.  

 3. Upon hearing from the learned counsels of both the 

sides, it is felt proper to dispose of the writ petition finally giving 

liberty to the petitioner to file a mutation case before the Tahasildar, 

Udala for correction of the R.o.R of the case land and the Tahasildar, 

Udala shall register that mutation case and shall dispose of the same 

independently. It is made clear here that, the observations made by 
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the Revenue Divisional Commissioner, Central Division Cuttack in 

Consolidation Revision No.163 of 2013 and in Misc. Case 

No.7/2022 shall not be a bar for the Tahasildar, Udala for deciding 

the mutation case independently on the basis of transactions after 

final publication of the R.o.R. 

 4. Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of finally.  

 5. Urgent certified copy of this Order be granted to the 

petitioner on proper application.  

 

( ANANDA CHANDRA BEHERA) 

      Judge 

 
Rati Ranjan 
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